

12/27 '67, 12:55 a.m. 

Memo on Dace Li ft on’ s telephone call. 


Dave phoned me last night when I was not home. He said he’d write but 
in^toad phoned at shout 11:15 last night or about 2 hours ago. Ee began by asking 
when my next books would be published, hardly the kind of thing worth spen^in- the 
money required for such a phone call. He discussed several things end i' told him of 
my re action to his 12 '12. We argued about that for some time. 

Afterward he returned to what i * * had and had written with the kind of 
questions to wh ich Ligbeler might want the answers. Bor example, did I have 
Anything on r. Burkeley. Hg combined this with deeuly sinister hints about 
opecter being part of a conspiracy. H e T « nte d to know if I knew of a Jr. Reach. 

They were prying questions. 

When I add to _ this the approximately $30.00 this call cost and I wonder if 
e can afford it - ana consider that he st no time ever suggested it was lasting 
too long, which he should certainly have worried about if he has no or limited 
income and was paying for it, and then consider that at several times toward the end 
he acted as though he were listening to someone else out there, I really wonder if 
he wa calling on -biebeler’s phone. 


Throughout he defended Liebeler. 


He told me he had sent a copy of his memo to Peter “ihs 
Times, but it was not to undermine his confidence in me., it v was 
he resumed 4 ihss might be "curious" and that", after the lapse” 
year, some constructive purpose was served by it. 
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I bluntly accused him of both factual error and intended dishonesty in 

his statements that the Zapruder camera could not have ("physically impossible”) 

exposed film at any rate other than 16 or 43 fps and in his representation of the 
u ix film as equivalent to the Zapruder in its ooerstins characteristics. I heid 
my camera against the phone and showed him hos the rate at which film wa« 

exposed could be vaieed. 



